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A greater emphasis and support for a student-based approach – as recommended in HB 5003 – 
will improve student outcomes.  These outcomes can, among other things, result in higher test 
scores, higher earnings later in life, and promote additional years of educational completion.  We 
need this investment to help our youth reach their full potential.   

CCM urges the Committee to make meaningful action on education finance, in lieu of the 
Governor’s proposal, and support HB 5003.



If you have any questions, please contact Mike Muszynski, State and Federal Relations Manager 

of CCM at mmuszynski@ccm-ct.org or 203-500-7556.
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